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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The information disclosure statement (IDS) was submitted on 1/21/2005. The submission is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement has been considered by the examiner. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to because in fig. 15, element 1504 should read "Are any files 
arranged in a cluster". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior 
version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the 
remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of 
the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 
necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" 
or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 
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3. The disclosure is objected to because'of the following informalities: in the abstract, "...executing 
associated the methods..." should read "...executing associated methods...". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 54 is objected to because of the following informalities: in claim 54, the claim is recited to 
be dependent upon claim 57; Examiner took this to read "dependent upon claim 53". The claim 
language should be changed to include this. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-8, 16, 18-19, 21, 25-28, 31-38, 46, 48-49, and 51-52 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Marconcini et al. (US 6834110). 

As to claim 1, Marconcini discloses a method of signing a supplemental television content 
application comprising files, the method comprising (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 61-65 for method, 
col. 12, II. 45-48 for metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 for 
signing and col. 50, II. 45-47 for application files): 

identifying at least a first portion of the files in at least one cluster (see Marconi, col. 5, II. 5-45, a 
cluster (an SC) of files (parts such as metadata or clearinghouse URL or digest algorithm 
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description) are identified when put into BOM— first portion of the files could be any of the parts 
listed); 

determining a cluster signature for each cluster (see Marconcini, col. 27, 42-46, each SC is 
signed with signatures (an encrypted digest) for parts and for the concatenation of all parts in the 

SC); 

and developing an expression that includes the location of the signature (see Marconcini, col. 27, 
II. 13-22, a BOM is used as expression to keep track of the signature and its placement). 

As to claim 2, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 wherein said signature for each 
cluster is based on a hash code of the files composing the cluster (see Marconcini col. 27, II. 15- 
19). 

As to claim 3, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the application 
comprises a start file and further comprising storing the expression in the start file (see 
Marconcini, col. 88, II. 30-40 and col. 83, II. 30-40, the SC(s) processor, is a file or API that starts 
the application such as a web-browser using the SC(s), which contain a BOM or "the expression' 1 
within it). 

As to claim 4, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the application 
comprises a start file and further comprising storing a link to the expression in the start file (see 
Marconcini, col. 88, II. 30-40 and col. 83, II. 30-40, the SC(s) processor, is a file or API that starts 
the application contains the BOM which is a link to the BOM). 

As to claim 5, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising storing at 
least one of delegate information, security policy information, time version information, and file 
identification information for each cluster in the expression (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 25-44, 
within the BOM (expression) an expiration date or time version info is stored as well as a 
description of the digest algorithm or security policy info). 
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As to claim 6, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising storing the 
cluster signature in a signature file (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 15-20, the BOM is a signature file 
for it stores the digest for an SC (or cluster)), 

developing a reference to the files composing the cluster (see Marconcini, col. 25-45, the BOM is 
a reference for the files (or parts) in the cluster (or SC) 

and storing the reference to the files in the signature file (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 15-20, the 
BOM is a signature file). 

As to claim 7, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising storing the 
cluster signature in a signature file, developing a time version record for the cluster, and storing 
the time version record in the signature file (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 28-40, the expiration date 
is a time version record for the cluster (the SC) and is stored in the BOM (signature file)). 

As to claim 8, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising developing 
at least one of a reference to the files composing the cluster, and a time version record for the 
cluster (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 25-45, the BOM is a reference to the files (parts) for the cluster 
(SC)). 

As to claim 16, Marconcini discloses a method of executing a supplemental television 
content application that comprises files, the method comprising (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 61-65 
for method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34- 
36 for signing and col. 50, II. 45-47 for application files): 

determining if any of the files are arranged in a cluster (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 5-45, a cluster 
(an SC) of files (parts such as metadata or clearinghouse URL or content or digest algorithm 
description) are determined a part of a cluster (an SC) when put into BOM); 

for each cluster, determining the location of the signature of the cluster (see Marconcini, col. 27, 
II. 20-50, the location of signature is the digest listed in the BOM which is available to receiver); 
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determining the files that compose the cluster (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 5-45, a cluster (an SC) of 
files (parts such as metadata or clearinghouse URL or content or digest algorithm description) are 
determined a part of a cluster (an SC) when put into BOM); 

and verifying the integrity of the files in the cluster by operations including verifying the signature 
(see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 50-58). 

As to claim 18, it is analyzed similar to claim 1 (see above). 

As to claim 19, it is analyzed similar to claim 2 (see above). 

As to claim 21 , it is analyzed similar to claim 5 (see above). 

As to claim 25, Marconcini discloses a supplemental television content architecture 
comprising (see Marconcini, fig. 5 for architecture, col. 5, II. 61-65 for method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for 
metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 for signing): 

application files (see Marconcini, col. 50, II. 45-47 for application files); 

at least one of: (a) an at least one signature file having a signature of at least a portion of said 
application files detached from said application files (see Marconcini, col. 15, II. 34-36 for signing 
and col. 27, II. 25-65, the digital signature is a separate digest from the content or metadata (note 
separate item in BOM). 

As to claim 26, it is analyzed similar to claim 1 (see above). 

As to claim 27, it is analyzed similar to claim 5 (see above). 

As to claim 28, it is analyzed similar to claim 7 (see above). 

As to claim 31, Marconcini discloses a computer readable media having stored thereon a 
plurality of instructions that, when executed by at least one processor, causes the processor to 
perform acts comprising (see Marconcini, col. 64, II. 23-47, content processing tools): 
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identifying at least a first portion of the supplemental television content application files in at least 
one cluster (see Marconi, col. 5, II. 61-65 for method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for metadata, see abstract 
and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 for signing and col. 50, II. 45-47 for application files 
col. 5, II. 5-45, a cluster (an SC) of files (parts such as metadata or clearinghouse URL or digest 
algorithm description) are identified when put into BOM— first portion of the files could be any of 
the parts listed); 

determining a cluster signature for each cluster (see Marconcini, col. 27, 42-46, each SC is 
signed with signatures (an encrypted digest) for parts and for the concatenation of all parts in the 

SC); 

and developing an expression that includes the location of the signature (see Marconcini, col. 27, 
II. 13-22, a BOM is used as expression to keep track of the signature and its placement). 

As to claims 32-38, they are analyzed similar to claims 2-8, respectively (see above). 

As to claim 46, Marconcini discloses a computer readable media having stored thereon a • 
plurality of instructions that, when executed by at least one processor, causes the processor to 
perform acts comprising (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 61-65 for method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for 
metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 for signing and col. 50, II. 45- 
47 for application files): 

determining if any supplemental television content application files are arranged in a cluster (see 
Marconcini, col. 5, II. 5-45, a cluster (an SC) of files (parts such as metadata or clearinghouse 
URL or content or digest algorithm description) are determined a part of a cluster (an SC) when 
put into BOM); 

for each cluster, determining the location of the signature of the cluster (see Marconcini, col. 27, 
II. 20-50, the location of signature is the digest listed in the BOM which is available to receiver); 
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determining the files that compose the cluster (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 5-45, a cluster (an SC) of 
files (parts such as metadata or clearinghouse URL or content or digest algorithm description) are 
determined a part of a cluster (an SC) when put into BOM); 

and verifying the integrity of the files in the cluster by operations including verifying the signature 
(see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 50-58). 

As to claims 48, 49, 51 and 52, they are analyzed similar to claims 18, 19, 21, and 22, 
respectively (see above). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 9-15, 17, 22-24, 29-30, 39-45, 47, and 53-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Marconcini et al. (US 68341 10) in view of Cocotis et al. (US 
2002/0112162 A1). 

As to claim 9, Marconcini discloses the method of claim 1 wherein a second portion of the 
files comprises a web page (see Marconcini, col. 14, II. 20-27, the clearinghouse is a website 
(web page) and the Electronic digital content store is a web site (web page) and they are listed in 
the BOM (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 27-45); 

Marconcini does not expressly teach determining a signature for a webpage; however, 
Cocotis, who discloses a system for authentication and verification of webpage content, does 
teach this (see Cocotis, [0031-33]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of Marconcini with the system of Cocotis in order to 
safeguard the content as originally stored given storage and transmission on an open network 
like the Internet (see Cocotis, [0027]). 

As to claim 10, Marconcini and Cocotis (as combined in claim 9) disclose the method of 
claim 9 wherein the web pages is at least one of a markup language based application and 
dynamically created by a client (see Cocotis, [0013], the web page is based on HTML, a markup 
language). 

As to claim 1 1 , Marconcini and Cocotis (as combined in claim 9) disclose the method of 
clam 9 further comprising at least one of: developing a link to the signature and storing the link in 
the web page (see Cocotis, [0043] the transmission of a digital certificate is the development of 
link); 

and storing the signature in the web page (see Cocotis, [0060-61], validation of server signature 
is based on signature of the web page, fig. 2). 

As to claim 12, Marconcini discloses a method of signing a supplemental television 
content application comprising files, the method comprising (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 61-65 for 
method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 
for signing and col. 50, II. 45-47 for application files): 

identifying a first portion of the files that together compose a web page (see Marconcini, col. 14, II. 
20-27, the clearinghouse is a website (web page) and the Electronic digital content store is a web 
site (web page) and col. 20, 41-46, the web page content or metadata is part of content SC, they 
are listed in the BOM (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 27-45); 
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11. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hunter (US 
20020056118). 

As to claim 1, Hunter discloses an audio/video (A/V) component networking system (10), 
comprising: a centralized storage system (230) adapted to communicatively receive a plurality of 
source components (230, a DVD for example), each source component adapted to provide A/V 
program data (see [0124] plurality of source components); 

and a sink component communicatively disposed between the storage system and a presentation 
device (see [0079] and Fig. 1 1 , the user station (228), sink, is disposed between the storage 
(230) and presentation devices (32)), 

the sink component (228 or 610) adapted to receive AA/ program data (235) from at least one of 
the plurality of source components and transmit the AA/ program data to the presentation device 
(32), the sink component adapted to enable a user to select an AA/ menu data stream (100) 
associated with at least one of the plurality of source components for display on the presentation 
device (see [0012] A/V component system; see [0013] central storage; see [0065] and [0124] 
plurality of source components; see [0071] a sink component can also be a central server; see 
Fig. 1 1 , element 235 notes both audio (music) and video (TV based content, which is A/V); see 
[0151] TV as presentation device and menu data displayed). 

As to claim 13, Hunter discloses an audio/video (A/V) networking method (Fig. 11, 210), 
comprising: accessing, via a sink component (228), a centralized storage system (230) having a 
plurality of source components, each source component adapted to provide A/V program data 
(see [0128] a DVD player as well as a HDD to store then replay a movie may be provided); 

transmitting, via the sink component (228), A/V program data from at least one of the source 
components to a presentation device; and receiving, via the sink component, a user selection of 
at least one of the plurality of source components for displaying an AA/ menu data stream 
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Marconcini does not expressly teach determining a signature for a webpage; however, 
Cocotis, who discloses a system for authentication and verification of webpage content, does 
teach this (see Cocotis, [0031-33]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of Marconcini with the system of Cocotis in order to 
safeguard the content as originally stored given storage and transmission on a open network like 
the Internet (see Cocotis, [0027]); 

and storing one of a link to the signature in the web page, or the signature in the web page (see 
Cocotis, [0060-61], validation of server signature is based on signature of the web page, fig. 2). 

As to claim 13, it is analyzed similar to claim 1 1 (see above). 

As to claim 14, it is analyzed similar to claim 5 (see above). 

As to claim 15 Jt js analyzed similar to claim l (see above). 

As to claim 17, it is analyzed similar to claim 3 and claim 15 (see above). 




* fit 




As to claim 22, it is analyzed similar to claim 12 (see above). 

As to claim 23, Marconcini discloses a method of executing a supplemental television 
'content application comprising files, the method comprising (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 61-65 for 
method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 
for signing and col. 50, II. 45-47 for application files): 




Marconcini does not expressly teach determining if files compose web pages; however, 
Cocotis, who discloses a system for authentication and verification of webpage content, does 
teach this (see Cocotis, abstract, before receiving files requested as part of web page, the system 
determines the file(s) actually compose web pages by noting their registration with the server). 



<^ ^ jink. * 5*f>^rAt~ * s^jiw^c J 1 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of Marconcini with the system of Cocotis in order to 
safeguard the content as originally stored given storage and transmission on a open network like 
the Internet (see Cocotis, [0027]); 

and if any of the files compose web pages, then for each of the web pages, decoding the web 
page to determine if the web page has one of a link to a digital signature, reading the signature, 
and verifying the signature (see Cocotis, fig. 3, after reception the signature is verified). 

As to claim 24, it is analyzed similar to claim 16 (see above). 

As to claim 29, it is analyzed similar to claim 9 and claim 10 (see above). 

As to claim 30, it is analyzed similar to claim 14 (see above). 

As to claims 39-41, they are analyzed similar to claims 9-11, respectively (see above). 

As to claim 42, Marconcini discloses a computer readable media having stored thereon a 
plurality of instructions that, when executed by at least one processor, causes the processor to 
perform acts comprising(see Marconcini, col. 64, II. 23-47, content processing tools): 

identifying a first portion of supplemental television content application file that together compose 
a web page (see Marconcini, col. 14, II. 20-27, the clearinghouse is a website (web page) and the 
Electronic digital content store is a web site (web page) and they are listed in the BOM (see 
Marconcini, col. 27, II. 27-45); 

Marconcini does not expressly teach determining a signature for a webpage; however, 
Cocotis, who discloses a system for authentication and verification of webpage content, does 
teach this (see Cocotis, [0031-33]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of Marconcini with the system of Cocotis in order to 
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safeguard the content as originally stored given storage and transmission on an open network 
like the Internet (see Cocotis, [0027]). 

and storing one of a link to the signature in the web page, or the signature in the web page (see 
Cocotis, [0060-61], validation of server signature is based on signature of the web page, fig. 2). 

As to claims 43-45, they are analyzed similar to claims 13-15 (see above). 

As to claim 47, it is analyzed similar to claim 17 (see above). 

As to claim 53, Marconcini discloses a computer readable media having stored thereon a 
plurality of instructions that, when executed by at least one processor, causes the processor to 
perform acts comprising (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 61-65 for method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for 
metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 for signing and col. 50, II. 45- 
47 for application files): 

Marconcini does not expressly teach determining if any supplemental television content 
application files compose web pages; however, Cocotis, who discloses a system for 
authentication and verification of webpage content, does teach this (see Cocotis, abstract, before 
receiving files requested as part of web page, the system determines the file(s) actually compose 
web pages by noting their registration with the server). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of Marconcini with the system of Cocotis in order to 
safeguard the content as originally stored given storage and transmission on a open network like 
the Internet (see Cocotis, [0027]); 

and if any of the files compose web pages, then for each of the web pages, decoding the web 
page to determine if the web page has one of a link to a digital signature, reading the signature, 
and verifying the signature (see Cocotis, fig. 3, after reception the signature is verified). 
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As to claim 54, it is analyzed similar to claim 16 (see above). 

9. Claims 20 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marconcini et 
al. (US 68341 10) in view of Cocotis et al. (US 2002/01 12162 A1) in further view of Sudia et al. 
(US 6209091 B1). 

As to claim 20, Marconcini discloses a method of signing a supplemental television 
content application comprising files, the method comprising (see Marconcini, col. 5, II. 61-65 for 
method, col. 12, II. 45-48 for metadata, see abstract and title for TV content, see col. 15, II. 34-36 
for signing and col. 50, II. 45-47 for application files): 

identifying a first portion of the files that together compose a web page (see Marconcini, col. 14, II. 
20-27, the clearinghouse is a website (web page) and the Electronic digital content store is a web 
site (web page) and col. 20, 41-46, the web page content or metadata is part of content SC, they 
are listed in the BOM (see Marconcini, col. 27, II. 27-45); 

Marconcini does not expressly teach determining a signature for a webpage; however, 
Cocotis, who discloses a system for authentication and verification of webpage content, does 
teach this (see Cocotis, [0031-33]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of Marconcini with the system of Cocotis in order to 
safeguard the content as originally stored given storage and transmission on a open network like 
the Internet (see Cocotis, [0027]); 

Marconcini or Cocotis do not expressly teach the reading operation further comprises 
reading whether there are any delegates for any of the clusters, and determining if a signature is 
valid based on the delegates; however, Sudia does teach this (see Sudia, fig. 5 and col. 28, II. 19- 
45). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the methods of Marconcini and Cocotis with the system of Sudia 
so, that in the absence of a primary signor, a trusted other or delegate could have substitute 
signatory authority to maintain the verification process (see Sudia, col. 28, II. 5-17). 

As to claim 50, it is analyzed similar to claim 20 (see above). 
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be directed to Paul J. Graham whose telephone number is 571-270-1705. The examiner can 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571-272-7304. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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